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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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Art Unit: 2851 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 8-16, 18-21, and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Yoshikawa et al. (US 5,808,704.) 

Yoshikawa teaches in figures 6 and 8 a projection television comprising a CRT assembly 
projecting image beams and first (front casing is the part cut away in figure 6) and second 
casings (back casing shown in figure 8, part 15) provided respectively on opposite sides 
of the CRT assembly (CRT assembly is shown in figure 6) the projection television, 
further comprising: 

A pair of CRT brackets (ledges D are art of brackets as well as the entire sides 13 
which also function as brackets for supporting the CRT assembly), provided between the 
first and second casings, to support the CRT assembly, each CRT bracket comprising 

A CRT combination part, connected to the CRT assembly, and slantly disposed in 
correspondence with a projecting angle of the image beams from the CRT assembly, to 
project the image beams on a screen, and 
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A CRT supporting rib (specifically part D in figure 8), connected at a first end of 
the CRT supporting rib to a first side of the CRT combination part, to support the CRT 
combination part (see also figure 6 which shows the CRT assembly slantly disposed on 
the CRT supporting rib as shown in figure 6 they are clearly connected by some kind of 
connector (see below). 



fig, e 

ISK 




With regards to applicant 'v claim 2: 

Yoshikawa teaches in figure 21 a third casing provided between the first and second casing 
comprising of two side panels (38), given that these are attached to the back casing (by some 
means which is not disclosed, but is inherently present (else they would not remain standing and 
would simply fall to the ground rendering the casing un-aesthetically pleasing to the user and 
completely useless for protecting the sensitive electronics housed within) which is attached to the 
CRT bracket inherently the CRT bracket is connected to the side panels. 
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With regards to applicant \s claims 8 and 9: 

The CRT combination part is shown in figure 6 holding the CRT assemblies at a slant angle and 
is disposed on a supporting rib (part D of the bracket which is a fin.) 

With regards to applicant's claim 10: 

As described above the first casing is connected to the CRT supporting rib at least through other 
parts that it is immediately connected to. 

With regards to applicant \s claims 11-14: 

As discussed in column 13 and 14 for example lines 58-66 of column 13, various components of 
the projection television can be made of resin wood or metal with as taught in lines 1-20 of 
column 14 those serving as connection points or near electronics being metal which is a material 
that is inherently conductive and at least in a small amount block EMI. 

With regards to applicant 's claims 15, 16, 18-2 J, 25, and 26: 

See above where the bracket of a projection television is described in relationship to the 
projection television 

With regards to applicant \s claim 24: 

See figure 22, which clearly shows that the CRT supporting part has a U-shaped cross section. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yoshikawa as applied to claims 1,2, 8-16, 18-21, and 24-26 above, and further in view of 
Takano et al (US 6,616,283.) 

As described in more detail above Yoshikawa teaches a projection television, which 
among other things comprises a CRT assembly, connected to a CRT combination part, 
however Yoshikawa does not specifically teach what kind of connector it is connected 
with. In the projection arts and other electronic arts screws are frequently used to attach 
various part both electronic pails and their support parts to the housing, frame, and in 
some cases to the surrounding environment. Takano teaches in figure 2 that numerous 
screws are used to attach a projector assembly to the housing of a rear projection 
television. Given that screws are a well known means of connected two components to 
each other in such a manner that they can be latter adjusted if necessary and given that 
the concept of connecting two components via screws is taught as early as preschool to 
children, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use screws to connect the CRT assembly to the CRT combination 
part. 
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5. Claims 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yoshikawa as applied to claims 1, 2, 8-16, 18-21, and 24-26 above, and further in view of Lowe 
(US 6,545,729.) 

As described in more detail above Yoshikawa teaches a projection television, which 
among other things has a second casing, however, Yoshikawa does not necessarily teach 
how the second casing is made. Lowe teaches in column 1 various means including 
molding, and vacuum pressing for forming the casing of a projection television, as well 
as elsewhere other method of forming the casing out of foam. Given that all of these 
methods are well known ways of forming television casings (and other large 
electronic/consumer objects) and allow for inexpensive mass production, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
make the second casing either by molding it or pressing it. 



Double Patenting 

6. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993); //; re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, Ml F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCP A 
1970);and, /// re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely Filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application. See 37 CFR 1 .130(b). 

Effective January 1 , 1 994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 
CFR 3.73(b). 
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7. Claims 1 ,2,6-1 6 and 1 8-26 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine 
of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 3-8, 10 and 1 1 of 
copending Application No. 10/453,504 (as presented in US 2004/0041953) in view of 
Yoshikawa as applied above. 

Claims 3-8, 10 and 1 1 and the associated independent claim that they are dependent on of 
the copending application ; 504 claim the particulars of the CRT bracket as well as the CRT 
assembly, however they do not specifically claim first, second, and third casings (although one 
of ordinary skill in the art would recognize that top and bottom casings as claimed in claim 12 
and 14 would constitute first and second casings). The teaching of first, second, and third 
casings is provided by Yoshikawa as described in the above 35 USC 102 rejection. Given the 
modular casing described by Yoshikawa is well known in the art and is useful from both an 
assembly perspective as well as a cooling perspective as taught in column 22, it would be 
obvious to use such a structure in the '504 projection television. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection. 

8. Claims 1,2,6-16 and 18-26 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine 
of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims of copending 
Application No. 10/702,503 (as presented in US 2004/0114058) in view of Yoshikawa as applied 

above. 

Claims 1 8, 2, 3, 6-8 and the associated independent claims that they are dependent on of 
the copending application '503 claims the particulars of the CRT bracket (grip portions) as well 
as the CRT assembly, however they do not specifically claim first, second, and third casings. 
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The teaching of first, second, and third casings is provided by Yoshikawa as described in the 
above 35 USC 1 03 rejection. Given the modular casing described by Yoshikawa is well known 
in the art and is useful from both an assembly perspective as well as a cooling perspective as 
taught in column 22, it would be obvious to use such a structure in the '503 projection television. 
This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 10/22/2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant has amended the independent claims (as well as some dependent 
claims), to emphasize that the CRT combination part is connected to the CRT assembly. 
Applicant argues that the examiner has misinterpret the phrase "connected to" (see page 7 
of applicant's arguments.) Applicant's arguments will not be repeated. 

As cited in the above 35 USC 102 (b) rejection Yoshikawa does show 
connections as it is believed that applicant has construed that the CRT combination part 
must be connected to the CRT assembly, however never-the-less applicant is directed to 
the definition of connection provided by the office which defines a connection as a link 
or as being in a relationship, further applicant is directed to the definition of "connect" 
which includes "to become joined <the two rooms -by a hall-way>". Therefore based on 
the definitions of both connect and connection, it is clear that every part of the housing 
and support parts of the projection television of Yoshikawa when assembled are 
connected to every other part since they are at least "joined" or "linked" to every other 
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part by an intervening part as in the above example the two rooms are joined by the 
hallway. 

Accordingly given applicant's amendment and the above review of the definition of the 
words connection and connect, it is clear that Yoshikawa anticipates applicant's invention 
as claimed in claims 1, 2, 8-16, 18-21, and 24-26, the rejection of these claims has been 
changed to an anticipation rejection based on 35 USC 102 (b) and made final. 

Conclusion 

1 0. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew T Sever whose telephone number is 571-272-2128. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Judy Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-2258. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



AS 




JUDY NGUYEN 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



